I. Introduction -Modern Hebrew Spirantization § Spirantization in Modern Hebrew verbal paradigms is characterized by the alternation of [p] , [b] , and [k] with their fricative counterparts [f], [v] , and [χ], respectively. Fricatives generally occur in post--vocalic position and stops occur elsewhere.
(1) Spirantization distribution in Variation § Variation has been reported in Modern Hebrew spirantization (Schwarzwald 1981 , Adam 2002 , Temkin Martínez 2010 and is characterized by segments that normally conform to the spirantization distribution (in (1)) surfacing as stops where fricatives are expected or as fricatives where stops are expected.
( [jekase] 'will cover' § Adam (2002) claims that this variation is driven by non--alternation. o Variation in alternating forms is seen as a "conflict [which] entails a competition between two grammars: one which allows alternation and one which blocks it." § Temkin Martínez (2010) found that variation was rated as acceptable.
o Although variation was deemed somewhat acceptable in exceptional segments, it was deemed more acceptable in alternating segments. o Variation was deemed more acceptable in post--consonantal position than in word--initial or post--vocalic positions. o No apparent preference for stops or fricatives.
II. Current Study -Production Experiment
Designed to examine whether speakers assume alternation or non--alternation when presented with novel verbs. [livgol] § Target words were inserted into carrier sentence pairs. o Each pair contained a verb in the first sentence, but had it missing from the second sentence. § Target sentences were recorded and presented to participants aurally.
Methods

Participants
(5) Sample target sentence [dani ohev levagel dvarim. Amru li ʃeʔetmol hu_______] Danny loves to NONCE things. Told to me that yesterday he_______ 'Danny loves to NONCE things. I've been told that yesterday he______' § The verbs were inflected so that the target segment's position would be different in the first and second sentences. o Thus, participants' realization of each target segment showed whether they perceived it as alternating or exceptional. § Tokens were divided into two lists.
o Each list contained two target forms of each of nonce verb. § The same inflection for Template 1 and Template 2 were used in the same list so that participants would not be primed to produce a certain form because it was previously heard. o Each list contained a total of 84 tokens. o Tokens were randomized within each list. Procedure § Participants were instructed to complete the sentence pairs using the appropriate inflection of the verb. § After completing each sentence containing a nonce verb, participants were asked to write down the root for the verb. o Since alternation/non--alternation is encoded in the orthography, we could see whether participants' non--alternation was a case of variation in alternating segments or if it was exceptionality.
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